I have recently read an article published in International Orthopaedics that I believe has an incorrect conclusion. The article was written by Deie et al, and is titled "Anterior knee laxity in young women varies with their menstrual cycle." The citation of the article is: International Orthopaedics (2002) 26:154-156.
on their statistical analysis, they indicated they found a statistically significant difference in anterior tibial translation between the follicular and luteal phases of the cycle (p<0.05).
I believe the authors may have erred in using the raw data in their ANOVA (with n=158, 56, and 128, respectively, for the follicular, ovulatory and luteal phases). In fact, because there were repeated measures of anterior tibial translation for each volunteer in each phase, those observations should have been averaged, and the ANOVA should have been performed using each individual's average for each phase (yielding n=16 for each phase). In that case, there would not have been any significant differences amongst any of the groups.
If this is indeed what happened, then it invalidates the conclusions of the paper. The issue of how the menstrual cycle affects knee laxity (and ACL strength) is a topic of vigorous ongoing debate in the orthopaedic community, and having a paper in circulation with incorrect conclusions misdirects other investigators. I believe an error of this magnitude, which affects the fundamental conclusions of the paper, warrants a published retraction or revision. 
